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Now these three inconveniences cannot be reconcil- 





of the Onn, Hoty, Carnoric and Apostotic Cuvurcn. | weakness. We therefore conclude, that there is a 
1 necessity of a revelation to supply the insufficiency || 
OFFICE......... 11 Devonshire Street. || of reason in this respect. 








\] 


%. . | 
The necessity of revelation, once demonstrated, | 


sameiamia 


| life and death of Socrates were those of a wise man, 


the life and death of Jesus were those of a God. 


| Shall we say, that the history of the gospel has been 


invented to please? My friend, it is not thus that 
man invents ; the acts of Socrates, of which no one 


| doubts, have less testimony in their favor, than those 
| of Jesus Christ. 


The difficulty is only thus shifted, 
but not solved; it would be more inconceivable, that 
many individuals should have agreed to fabricate 
this book, than it is, that one only should have form- 
Never in*the Jewish authors 


attributes. Some, as the Theists, reject a providence, | 


- be the belief but of a very small portion of mankind; 





{Translated for the Jesuit.] 
CHAPTER IV. | appears to carry with it, its own existence; for a God, | 
» ON REVELATION. | who creates, preserves, provides for his creatures, 
“VII. |, cannot leave them destitute of what is necessary. | 
Modern Philosophists, will perhaps, since the || Yes, God has spoken to men : this is a fact attested | 
death of their celebrated Bayle; have made some dis- || by the miracles of Moses, by the accomplishment of 
coveries, which tend to show, that we can do with- 
out revelation, for, thanks to the fecundity of the || Christ. | 
age, nothing is now spoken of, but the progress of || XI. | 
the human mind. ‘To listen to the school of philo-|| Three religions, Judaism, Christianity, and Ma-| 
sophers, it would seem that the world has but just | hometanism divide the universe; Idolatry, con- | 
commenced to emerge from its infancy and to shake || fined as it is at the present day, can throw no obseu- | 

] 


. 


off the prejudices, imbibed from the stories of grand- || rity over the truth of this proposition. Now all these | 
mothers and nurses. Lets open the books of the || religions teach us the existence of a revelation. The | 
day; what do we find in them? A crowd of ene- || Mahometan respects the Messiah of the Christians, | 
mies, who, like madmen, are only occupied in fight- || and the prophets of the Jews; the Christians, be- 
ing with each other on questions of the greatest im- || sides the books which they claim as inspired, yield | 
portance to man. Ist. I observe that they are divid- || the same testimony to the books contained in the | 
ed on the subject of the divinity. Some disciples of | Jewish canon. Throughout the universe, then, is | 
Democritus, Epicurus, Lucretius and Spinosa, main- |! opinion in favor of revelation : and what authority | 
tain that all is matter; and, by anatural consequence, || is like that of the whole world! Judaism and Chris- 
that God is nothing but the universe. 
the belief that matter is incapable of thought, acknow- || for Christianity is but the accomplishment of Juda- 
ledge God,asa spirit; but they are again divided on his || ism, as truth is but the accomplishment of the figure. 


XI. 


To the clamors of Deists against the truth of evan- 








pretending that it is beneath the Deity to interfere in | 
the affairs of earth. Others admit it, and these are the || gelical revelation, we oppose neitheran apostle, fa- 
Deists, who cannot come to any conclusion among || ther of the church, or theologian, but one of their 
themselves on the mode of explaining it. 2d. lremark, || most renowned leaders, the celebrated Jean Jacques 
that they cannot even agree onthe subject of theirown || Rousseau. ‘I confess to you, he observes, that the 
nature. There are some of them, who pretend, that || majesty of the scriptures astonishes me ; the sanctity 
the only difference between man and the brute crea- || of the gospel speaks to my heart. Examine the books 
tion, is the form and more or less intelligence, for | of philosophers with all their pomp ; how insignifi- 
they possess the same organs as man. They do not || cant are they, when compared with this !. Can it be 
at all admit the immortality of the soul. Man, say || possible that a book so sublime and yet so simple, is 
they, as well as the brute beast, is anihilated at death. || the work of man? Can he, whose history it relates, 
While others maintain, that the supporters of such || be but a man himself? Do we find in it the style of 
absurdities, should be classed only among the brute || an enthusiast or ambitious sectarian ? 
creation. Some believe that all their actions are the || ness, what pure morality! What elevation in his 
effect of compulsion, for according to their ideas, our | maxims, what profound wisdom in his discourses ! 
interior feeling of liberty is but an illusion—others || what presence of mind, what ingenuity, what just- 
and with reason reject this opinion. 3d. I do not || ness in his answers! what command over the pas- 
perceive that there is more unanimity among them | sions! Where is the man or the sage who knows 
on the subject of morality. Every one forms for || how to act, suffer and die, without betraying weak- 
himself a code, according to his caprice ; the natu- | 








ness and ostentation? When Plato drew the por- 


ral law is looked upon by the Materialist as an old | trait of an imaginary just man, loaded with the re- | 


prejudice, individual interest is with him the germ of | proach of every crime, and yet meriting the reward 
all laws. The Deists on the contrary, acknowledge | of every virtue, he delineated in its fullest extent the 


a code of laws, impressed by the author of nature, | character of Jesus Christ: the resemblance is so |, 


not on bronze or on parchment, but on the hearts of | striking, that all the fathers have felt it, and it is im- 
allmen. Are they asked to explain this code? They | possible to be deceived in it. What bigotry, what 
cannot agree on the subject. Some condemn suicide, _ mental blindness must he not labor under, who dares 
others justify it in certain cases. Theft is considered 'to compare the son of Sophonica with the Son of 
by some as simply slight of hand, others regard it as | Mary! What an immeasurable distance between 
acrime. All commonly maintain that the desires of them! Socrates, whose death was neither painful 
nature may be gratified, and look upon fornication | or ignominious, easily supported his character to the 
as an innocent pleasure. The theology of our phi- | close; and, if this easy death had not reflected honor 
losophers is but a chaos of opinions, which are at va- | on his life, we should have doubted if Socrates, with 
riance with each other. I answer them thus; either | all his powers of mind, was any thing but a sophist. 
he united in your mode of thinking, or conclude with He discovered, it is said, morality. Others, before 
us, that reason, which you idolize, is only calculated | him, had practised it, he, therefore, only spoke of 
to mislead you, without a revelation to guide its | what they had done; he only introduced their ex- 
course. amples in his lessons. Aristides had been just before 
IX. Socrates defined what was justice. Leonidas had 

There is no room for deliberation : we must neces- |, died for his country, before Socrates inculeated pa- 
sarily adopt one of these two opinions, either to ac- | triotic love as a virtue. Sparta had been temperate 
knowledge the necessity of a revelation to guide us | before Socrates had praised sobriety ; before his de- 
in religion and morality, or to support the sufficiency | finition of virtue, Greece abounded with virtuous 
of reason for these objects. But this second propo- || men. But where has Jesus Christ learnt among his 
sition is irreconcileable with the existing state of man. | followers that pure and elevated morality, of which 
On this article let us consult St. Thomas. he alone has given us lessons and examples ? From 
“ If truth, says he, was abandoned to the enquiries the bosom of the most rank fanaticism, the most ex- 
of reason, three inconveniences would be the result. | alted wisdom made itself understood, and the sim- 
The first would be, that the knowledge of God would plicity of the most heroic virtues dignified the most 
; || abject of all people. The death of Socrates, philo- 
for three things, to wit, poverty, indolence and a | sophising tranquilly with-his friends, is the most 
weak understanding would prevent them from apply- || mild that can be desired: that of Jesus Christ, ex- 
ing with utility to the researches which relate to the | piring in torments, insulted, scorned, and cursed by 
sciences. ‘Fhe 2d inconvenience would be, that those || a whole nation, is the most horrible that we can 
who could attain to a knowledge of the .truth, || dread. Socrates, receiving the poisoned cup, blesses 
would do so but tardily, and only after a series of | him who presents it, and who weeps at his fate; Je- 
years of study. The 3d arises from the weakness of || sus, in the midst of the most frightful torments, prays 
the human intellect, which ordinarily mingles many | for his malicious executioners. Yes, indeed, if the 


| the prophecies, and by the wonderful works of Jesus || 


| tainty to truth. 


Others, under || tianity are essentially but one and the same religion, | 


What sweet- | 


ed the subject of it. 
could this style or morality have been found; and 
the gospel furnishes us with characters of truth, so 
noble, so striking, so perfectly inimitable, that the 
inventor would astonish more than the hero.”— 
| Emilie, vol. 3d, page 179. 
XIIf. 
| Revelation is a torch, which lights us with cer- 
God who speaks in it “is not as a 
man that he should lie, nor as the son of man, that 
he should be changed ;—he is faithful in all his 
words :—heaven and earth shail pass away, but his 
word shall not pass away.” All the dogmas which 
he has revealed, are true, all the promises which he 
has made will be accomplished ; it is then proper to 
‘submit to revelation; we must not reason against 
God. 
XIV. 

Revelation has had its gradations: it commenced 
with the period of our first parents; it progressed 
under the patriarchs, Moses and the prophets and 
was perfected under Jesus Christ. The revelation 
|| of the old Testament was like a light that shines in 
|| a dark place ; but that of the new resembles the 
morning star which enlightens al] obscurity. 





*TFrom the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 
PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE puTcH cHuRcH.—[No. 6.] 


Though thou shouldst bray a fool in a mortar with a pestle, 


|| yet will not his foolishness depart from hima.—Prov. 27, 22. 
‘| Rev. Sm.—The stamp impressed by nature on 
| the countless beings forming its different kingdoms 
|| is not easily eflaced,—nay, not easily modified. As 
an artist in the arcana of the minting process it ex- 
'| its unrivalled ; and it strikes its dies with a force, fi- 
|| delity, and truth of outline, that, even in this age of 
|| scientific intellect, no application of steam engine 
power can imitate. The leading features of cha- 
racter imparted by it are always fixed. No matter 
|| what clime may be visited or atmosphere breathed, 
they seldom, if ever, are effected by that modifying 
change, which, technically, may be termed—weath- 
ering. 
Illustrations of these remarks may without any 
| difficulty, be discovered in the brute world; they 
may be found in every wandering menagerie. There 
it will be seen, that kind and gentle treatment, that 
satiety in the indulgence of appetite, does not era 
'| dicate the propensity to prowl and prey. The fero- 
city of the animal is still untamed. In the show- 
room, and surrounded by the most civilized visitors, 
the tiger will growl as savagely as in his native june 
gle ;—and the gentle naturalist would as little in- 
cline to examine the strength and symmetry of his 
molar fangs, though confined in an iron cage, a8 in 
the wild forests of Siam or Bengal. 

In the civilized world, also, Rev. Sir, nature, in 
many instances, sways with as irresistible despotism 
as over the brute portion of the animal kingdom, 
However toil and patience, and we might add, gen- 
tleness, have sought to transform native disposition, 
there are, at times, outbreaks of propensity, as if in 

‘mockery of our best efforts to produce radical and 
'meliorating change. But, unfortunately, this invin- 
cible resistance to change is characteristic of, not 
'|merely the animal portion of the human creature, 
but also, of that which most ennobles man—bis in- 
'|tellect. Nature in many instances, holds control 
'| over the mind equally as over the body. Subject the 
|mind to every form of rational culture, still there 
| will be biasses that cannot be counteracted,—there 
will be dispositions that cannot be subdued or im- 
'| proved. Drill the dunce in the most rigid rules of 
| logic,—point out his errors, misconceptions, illogical 
|| inferences, and then ask him to establish his Rule of 
'| Faith by a rational procedure of reasoning will 
| success attend the lesson? No, nor its repetition. 
| Nature at once interferes, dullness rushes to the aid 
of her son, surrounds his intellect with fog and mist, 
and because his ‘squinting’ vision cannot peer through 
the haze, he. believes himself secure, like the bird 
when it hides its head in the sands of the desert. 
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To enlighten mental hebetude, Rev. Preacher, and 
* gentleman’ of the Middle Dutch Church, is an irk- 
some and wearisome task. -When nature opposes 
obstacles, probably, insurmountable, the toil is cheer- 
less which is wasted in the drudgery. When you 
es us with a ‘ CuaLience,’ we thought a scho- 

, alogician, atheologian would have been our an- 
tagonist. We indulged the hope, that trick, eva- 
sion, and subterfuge would have been shunned ;— 
that something in the form of manly and honorable 
argument would have been used by you ;—that your 
Rule of Faith—the real subject of discussion—would 
not merely have been defined, but proved and de- 
fended. But, how idly and wantonly, has hope 
cheated us! Are we to blame because duped ’— 
Censure it is hoped has not been incurred. Who, 
not gifted with prophetic vision, could have suppos- 
ed a teacher in Israel, a Preacher in the Middle 
Dutch Church, a familiar with the interior spirit, an 
erudite able to interpret every crabbed idiom in the 
* Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ a ‘ gentle- 
man’ who arrogates to himself the sole right to be 
the * Writer’ to his flock and the director of ‘ virtu- 
ous ladies,’ who could have supposed he would have 
shrunk from the logical probation and defence of a 
cause to which he had invited discussion! Though 
argument have not been giyen, and, far as just infe- 
rence can guide our judgment, will not be adduced, 
still we are blameless, for even the empiric testimony 
that his cranial protuberances of casuality or cognos- 
cibility were developed, was kept a secret from us 
by his ‘ virtuous ladies.’ Our knowledge of his in- 
tellectual powers is the induction of personal expe- 
rience ; and this induction, were it expressed, could 
not be conveyed in the phrases of compliment. It 
is left to the logical perception of the Doctor’s ‘ judge 
and jury,’ his ‘ christian public,’ to derive it from the 
Scripture heading to our present letter,—‘ though 
thou shouldst bray a fool in a mortar with a pestle, 
yet will not his foolishness depart from him.’ 

Had you Rev. Preacher, when you proclaimed 
your challenge, but in a slight degree admitted the 
possession of those unenviable qualities of mind which 
unprejudiced judgment will infer from your letters, 
you should not have numbered us among your con- 
troversial antagonists. Had you informed us that 
every thing having the appearance of a logical order 
of dependancy interfered with the equilibrium of your 
nervous quietude ; that nature had been a niggard in 
conferring certain gifts; that you hated the galley- 
slave penalty which chained you to the discussion of 
one subject at a time ; that like a giddy insect on the 
wing you would prefer a wild flight through the 
boundless regions of air; that you would introduce 
a thousand irrelevant topics, ‘ pleasant jokes, virtuous 
ladies,’ Paddy’s copper kettle, mail-bag carrier and 
* Pope Joun;’ that in the place of argument you 
would immolate Trurs to the prejudices and low 


your sect, and then insist, against every testimony 
of common sense, that you had proved infallibly | 
your rule of Faith, and the Bible to be the word of 
God, we tell you, had candor distated this admission, 
you might still have enjoyed the high opinion of your | 
flock, your virtuous ladies, and your christian pub- | 
lic ; you might still for aught it would affect us, have 
been the Grand Lama of the Middle Dutch Church, 
and the interpreter of the ‘Hebrew and Greek of | 


the Holy Ghost,’ for you challenge would not have || 


been honored by our acceptance,—we should have 
referred you to the philosophy conveyed in the words 
of Scripture, ‘ though thou shouldst bray a fool in a 
mortar with a pestle, yet will not his foolishness de- 
part from him!!!’ 


THE JESUIT. 


more infirm or puerile. Yet, had it not been notic- 
ed, this infirm and puerile answer would have been 
received by the Doctor’s ‘christian public’ as an 
infallible proof that the Bible is the Word of God. 
This would have been received by those who exult 
in the proud privileges of private reason, by those 
who vaunt the glorious liberties of conscience, se- 
cured by Preacher Brownlee’s ‘ ever blessed Refor- 
mation,’ as a sufficient foundation for an article of 
faith,—as an unyielding basis for rational religion ! 

Your answer to our query of ‘infinite importance,’ 
How do you know the Bible to be the Word of 
God ? is now, it is presumed in that form which ad- 
mits of no future amendment. It has, of course, 
passed through that process termed ‘ Protestant les- 
son and logic ;’ and is now secure in an invulnera- 
ble panoply. It is now solid as the foundations of 
the Middle Dutch Church,—immovable as a Cedar 
of Lebanon rifted in the rock. It is now a fized ba- 
sis fer an article of faith. Mark the import of our 
words,—and mark your logical answers to the six- 
teen propositions. 

Ist. Question. How do you know the Bible to 
be the Word of God? 

Answer. ‘1 know it from the external evidence of 
prophecy, which has been, and is now, fulfilling be- 
fore our eyes: See the proof in Bishop Newton on 
the prophecies ! ! !’ 

This, then, Rev. Sir, is the first of those answers, 
which, in your last letter, you affirm to be the ‘full 
and irresistible moral evidence on which you believe 
the Bible to be the Word of God!’ We would, did 
| you respect the sacred station you occupy, did your 
letters furnish even the slightest proof that you pos- 
sess the learning and honor this station supposes, we 
would address you in terms of sincere esteem. Though 
differing in creed, we would, at once, admit your 
‘claims to be a gentleman’ and a scholar ;—nay, if 
| you yearned for the compliment, the ‘ Writer’ of the 
| Middle Dutch Church. But, when neither the learn- 
ing nor the research of the scholar is displayed, when 
the adherence to truth and hatred of misrepresenta- 
tion characteristic of a Minister of Religion is not 
shown, when the courteousness and urbanity be- 





“squeamish in the application of proper and appro- 
| priate terms to designate your merit, would be a test 
of infirm and misplaced judgment. The “ phrase 
germane to the matter” is a proper maxim. Scru- 
tinize your first answer in your last letter, and tell 
us in the spirit of candor, without the Calvinicity of 
subterfuge or evasion, do you consider it logical ? 
Is it worthy of your character as a Calvinistic theo- 
|logue? Would it confer merit on a school-boy ? 
| We ask you, how do you know the Bible to be the 
| Word of God? And your answer is, ‘I know it on 
the external evidence of prophecy, which has been, 


\the form of proof in this sapient answer? There is 
/nothing but assertion, anda reference to Bishop 
| Newton,—and, on this, forsooth, you ‘ hook’ your in- 
‘fallible conclusion—the Bible is the word of God!!! 
| This is, really, utterly, and disgracefully puerile, 
| contemptible, farcical. 
|swer in defence of his Rule of Faith! This is the 
answer of a Judge in Israel, who can, when he lists, 
evoke the interior Spirit, and interpret the ‘ Hebrew 
and Greek of the Holy Ghost!’ Again you are re- 
ferred to the geometrical illustration given in our 
last letter. You wish to ascertain whether a school- 
boy is acquainted with the sixth book of Euclid. 
| You select a proposition ; and the boy to prove his 











Ere we enter on the matter of your last letter, Rev. 
Preacher, which, in any sense, merits attention, the | 
answer in your letter No. 5 to our question, ‘ how. do | 
you know the Bible to be the word of God,’ requires 
a brief notice. This answer embraced nothing in 
the form of reasoning,—nothing but a series of asser- 


| vious propositions, and finally, imitating your own 
example, tells you to see Euclid! Will you affirm, 
| Rev. and logical Preacher, this is the sound form of 
| geometrical demonstration ? Why this, in no sense, 
‘is proof. Who will admit it. 
|Your answer to our query is nothing but assertion 





tions. Its assertions were returned to you in the or- 
der of sixteen propositions. 
given under this form? Did you, in truth, suppose 
it an answer? If you did, your logical perception 
of what should constitute proof is strangely obtuse ; 
—its character cannot be better expressed, than by | 
your own term—*‘ squinting.’ 
would satisfy the Members of the Middle Dutch | 
Church? Then they are easily gulled, and cannot | 
appreciate that process of reasoning, which would | 
establish a solid foundation for what Calvinists so | 
frequently and fondly name—rational religion. Did | 
you suppose it would have been admitted by us as 
establishing the Bible'to be the word of God? If; 
you did, the sixteen propositions have furnished ano-_ 
ther form of testimony. But, had this logical an-| 
swer been permitted to pass unnoticed, you would | 
have claimed the merit of an extraordinary achieve- | 
ment, your admirers would have cheered you with | 
hymns and canticles of victory ;—Saul and his thou- | 
sands, David and his tens of thousands, would have | 
sunk into utter insignificance, while the name of | 
Preacher Brownlee would have been the exulting 
theme of every predestined tongue. We wish, how- 
ever, to direct the attention of our readers to the 
precise aim of these remarks. Whether the Preach- 
ers answer to our first query had or had not been 
noticed by us, could not have effected any.change in 
its intrinsic worth—it could not have become either 


Did you suppose it | 


basis for an article of faith ! 
| greet you on the misty side of the river Styx. 


then. 


Again your opponents say,—prove your an- 
swers, logical Doctor. 

The Preacher's second answer is, I know the Bi- 
ble to be the word of God from the ‘external evi- 
dence of miracles wrought by the inspired writers, 


; 


atid which were continued down to the time of St. | 


Austin, who saw some wrought.’ Here there is no 
| proof,—again nothing but assertion. There is, how- 
| ever, some novel information conveyed in this an- 
_swer of the Doctor's interior spirit. He says ‘the 
— wrought by the inspired writers were con- 
| tinued down to the time of St. Austin. and that he 
saw some of them wrought !’ Condescend to inform 
us, critical Preacher, who was the inspired writer 
living ‘at the time of St. Austin,’ and what were the 
miracles performed by him’? Dear Doctor, provide 
for the monopoly of this inspired discovery by se- 
curing your right at the Patent office. Truly, we 
live in the age of intellect. Please, also, to inform 
us what miracles were performed by St. Luke, St. 
Matthew, St Jude. Did Solomon perform miracles ? 

3d. Prop. 1 know it from its external evidence of 
the gift of tongues. 

The Preacher's proof. ‘1 know it from the gift of 








weaker or stronger.—As it exists nothing can be 


tongues, by which all nations heard the gospel ip 


| Speaking the gentleman are not exhibited, to be || 


}and is now, fulfilling before our eyes, see the proof || 


passions of the ignorant, bigoted, and fanatical of||in Bishop Newton on the prophecies!’ Where is || 


Yet, this is a Preacher’s an- || 


| knowledge, merely indicates data of proof from pre- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Ina similar manner, 
|fer you to your letter No. 2, in which you say, the 
_and a reference to Bishop Newton. Yet, this is the {| onty rule of faith and final judge of controversy, with 
Why was your answer || Q. E. D. of your interior Spirit, and your logical || every Protestant, is the Holy Spirit speaking to us 
How will John Calvin | in the written word of God, the Holy Scriptures, con- 
Your | taining all the books of the Old Testament and the 
| proofs now are typical of what your shade will be 


1 


& 
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their own native language.’ Here nothing but a 
petition of his first assertions. As yet no proof. 

4th Prop. 1 know it from its internal evidengs 
namely, its majesty. 

The Preacher’s proof. ‘1 know it from their my 
jesty which every christian, and every reasonabj, 
_man may feel and see on every page contrasted With 
every human writer.’ Nothing here but assertion, — 
no proof. If you be a ‘ reasonable man,’ excelley 
Doctor, inform us how you feel and see this majesty jy 
every page, contrasted with every human writer’. 
| Favor us with a glimmer from your interior Spirit 
this topic. We wish for a spice of your literary gg, 
| ticism. 

5th Prop. 1 know it from its purity. 

The Preacher’s proof. ‘1 know it from its puyj 
which no man could have conceived or framed in hig 
writings.” Again the same meagre assertion with the 
|| addition of another proposition without proof,—o 
| the semblance of proof. 

To iterate the remaining propositions for whieh 
_ proof was required, and for which proof has not been 
given in Preacher Brownlee’s last letter, would be 
tedious and irksome to our readers. Neither singly 
pane collectively is there the shadow of proof; and, 
| consequently, the Doctor’s Protestant Rule of Faith 
‘is yet fettered to a most important and stubborn, 
| nay, an insuperable difficulty—is the Bible the word 
‘of God? But, mark, the obtuseness of the Preach 
er’s intellect—this repetition of proofless assertions, 
| this ‘crambe repetita,’ this ‘crambe bis cocta,’ this 
abortion of a palsied brain, is honored by its delight. 
ful and inspired parent with the compliment—* a full 
|and irresistible moral evidence !’ Can any thing 
| more demonstrative of an understanding under a me 
_lancholy visitation be adduced. Had old Lear met 
the Preacher of the Middle Dutch Church in the for 
est instead of Mad Tom, he would have dubbed him 
with his philosophy. In a former letter from the 
\« gentleman,’ an allusion was made to a visit to the 
Philadelphia Lunatic Asylum. <A second might be 
productive of some benefit. Naviget Anticyram, let 
him be shipped to Anticyra, was the consoling advice 
of Horace to gentlemen laboring under certain men- 
tal aberrations, restricted to a regimen of hellebone, 
Even old Plantus sanctions the treatment. 

“ helleborum his hominibus opus est.” 

Throughout the tedious and sinuous course of 
your polemic letters, Rey. Sir, you exhibit a strange 
bias to low joke and vulgar story. The indulgence 
\in this species of protation and defence is not indi- 
cative either of cultured or pure mind. It is a proof 

of propensities not honorable to your character as @ 
| minister of religion ;—it cannot confer dignity on 
| your character as a man,—unor is it proof of the pos 
| sessionof wisdom. This last qualification may, howe 
_ever, be excused, for the Poet says,— 
* Gentle dullness ever loves a joke.”’ 
| But while you indulge in vulgar bias and low pro- 
|pensity, where, the while, is you Rule of Faith? 
| This is abandoned to the piltings of your antagonists 
|—and it now cries aloud for mercy. Mark how this 
gentle attribute is dispensed, and attend to the for- 
‘lorn state of your Rule. 
When asked to prove the inspiration of the Bible, 
‘you have recourse to authority. ‘ The authors of 
each of the books,’ says the Doctor, ‘first gave evi- 
dence, before the Church, by working miracles and 
| prophecying and speaking tongues, that they were 
the ‘accredited messengers of God.’ Without this 
evidence the Doctor would not believe the Scriptures. 
to be inspired. But this evidence he has from the 
testimony of the Church ; therefore, without the tes 
timony of the Church he could not believe the inspi- 
ration of the Scriptures. But the mspiration of the 
Scriptures is an article of christian belief; and to 
this belief the Doctor could not be brought by the 
Scriptures alone. Therefore, the Scriptures ALong, 
are not a sufficient rule of faith—Q. E. D. We re- 
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|| New.’ Compare this prior definition of your rule 
with what you have stated in your last, viz. ‘ the 
Protestant Church proclaims THAT HER RULE Is THE 


| worp.or Gop.’ Here you have left out the word \ 


| ONLY, and we unhesitatingly say, that this omission 
| bespeaks a consciousness of defeat. We, Rev. Sir, 
admit the Scriptures as our rule of faith, but not as 
our ony rule of faith. You have asserted ‘the only 
| rule of faith and final judge of controversy with every 
| Protestant, is the Holy Spirit speaking to us in the 
| written word of the Old Testament and of the New,’ 
but finding you could not prove this to be the only 
rule of faith established by Christ, you tell us with 
all the confidence of logical and theological consist 
ency, that the Protestant Church ‘ proclaims that her 
rule is the word of God.’ What will the ‘ christian 
public’ think of the following specimen of your ‘ Pro- 
|sestant lesson and logic 7’ In your answer to our 
‘first question, ‘ How do you know the Bible to be the 
word of God?’ you say, ‘we are not so weak and 
‘bigoted as to believe it (to be the word of God) 
| merely on the churches tradition ;’ and in the same 
breath, the consistent and learned Doctor Brownlee 
informs, that we know which books were written by 
divine inspiration in the following satisfactory man- 
‘ner. The authors ef each of the books of the Holy 
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No. 18. 


Scripture first gave evidence before the Church, by | 
working miracles and prophecying and speaking | 
tongues, that they were the accredited messengers of | 
God. This being settled they wrote those books | 
which bear their names at the command of God.— | 
«Thus saith the Lord’ was the evidence that they | 
were enjoined to speak and write, (see Hos. 8. 12.— | 





‘it is well known that the general government has 
committed to me the one line, of carrying the pre- 
| cious contents of this mail bag. Therefore, in virtue 
of the right of being one carrier, I claim the right of 
being all the carriers 
keep in my power, all the contents of this mail, and 
all the other mails, and to give my own personal ex- || 
John 20. 31.—Rom. 15. 4. 2.—Tim. 3. 16.—Rev. 1. || planation of every letter in it.’ 


THE JESUIT. 


; and I claim also the right to |i 





Well said, Doctor. 


! 
pu 
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‘cannot be considered asa sufficient rule of faith. 
| But the Scriptures cannot prove their own inspira- 
| tion, their own integrity, or veracity. Ergo Doctor 
| Brownlee’s Protestant lesson and logic, lead him 


nto the grossest absurdity, and exhibit him to the 
blic as a defeated man ! 
‘The Priesthood, says Doctor Brownlee, are an 


aristocracy of an &wful order, they are in fact every 


1L., &c. &c. Also the beginning of each of Paul’s | So then the authority of the Church of Christ, on| thing and nothing.’ Hence the terms in the Priest's 


epistles. ) Now it is self-evident, that the entire force || which Preacher Brownlee believes the scriptures to || letters ‘the poor ignorant people.’ 


‘ Strange. to 


of this reasoning rests on the testimony of the Church. | be divinely inspired, is no more than that of the mail || think that the Redeemer should require such to pick 
Without this testimony, will the text from Hosea | boy, who should presume to explain the letters en-|/ out their religion from the Scriptures!" What an- 
prove, that the Gospel of St. Luke is divinely inspir- || trusted to him!!! Is this ‘knavery or is it a de-|| swer have you given, Sir, to this argument deduced 


ed? 
great things of my law, but they were counted as a 
strange thing.’ —Hos. 8. 12. Therefore the gospel 
of St. Luke is inspired! Can this, Rev. Sir, be | 
‘ Protestant lesson and logic?’ Let us try your next 
text, John 20. 31. ‘ But these are written that ye 
might believe, that Jesus is the Christ, the son of 
God, and that believing, ye might have life through 
his name ;’ therefore, the gospel of St. Luke is di- 
vinely inspired! Worse and worse, Rev. Doctor. 
Now for your next satisfactory text.—Rom. 15. 4. 
‘For whatsoever things were written aforetime 
were written for our learning, that we through 
patience, and comfort of the scriptures might 
have hope.’ Therefore, the gospel according to 
St. Luke is the word of God! Your Protestant 
lesson and logic, may admit these conclusions as le- 
gitimate, but will the ‘ christian public,’ will common 
sense? We think not, Rev. Sir, and we also think, 
your christian public will readily admit that your ex- 
travagant assertions, ‘ argue either sheer knavery or 
a derangement in the moral faculty.’ 

Yet, you admit the interpretation of St. Luke’s 
gospel. Will you ‘favor us with a text which says 
that this gospel is inspired? We defy you to pro- 
duce this text. On what motive then do you believe 
this gospel to be the word of God, or that it is in- 
spired? Your reason for believing the inspiration 
of this book as well as that of all the others, is thus 
given by yourself. ¢ The authors of the books of the 
Holy Scriptures first gave evidence before the Church, 
by working miracles and prophecying and speaking 
tongues, that they were the accredited messengers of | 
God. This being settled, they wrote the books which 
bear their names, at the command of God.’ But was | 
not Barnabas, ‘an accredited messenger of God 
Was not Barnabas full of faith and of the Holy 





Ghost? See the 11th chap. of the Acts, v.24. See | 
also 14th ec. ibid. v. 13. Did not Barnabas write an || 
epistle? That he did, you have ‘full and irresisti- 


’ 


ble moral evidence ;’ why not believe this epistle to 
be the word of God?) Who tells you that this epis- 
tle is not inspired? Have the kindness to favor the | 
christian public with an answer to these queries.— | 
We admit, Rev. Sir, the authenticity of St Luke’s 
gospel. We admit that it is his production. Yet 
how do we arrive at the fact of its inspiration? Does 
St. Luke say that he wrote from inspiration? To 
all appearance, he says the contrary, ‘It seemed 
good to me also, having diligently attained to all | 
things from the beginning, to write to thee, in order, 
most excellent Theopilus.’ Luke c. 1. v. 3. Here 
St Luke speaks of his own diligence and not of his 
inspiration. Has St. Luke performed any miracles 
to prove his inspiration. Where is it recorded that || 
he has? How then do we know the fact of the in- 1 
spiration of this gospel?) We know it from the Ca- | 
tholic Church alone, and we defy you to produce any || 
other authority for your belief. Luther declares | 
himself that if he and his associates had not received 

the worp or Gop, from the Catholic Church, they | 
should have known nothing about it——See Luth. 
Com. in Joan, c. 16. We now see that you reject 
the inspiration of the epistle of St Barnabas, on the 
authority of the Catholie Church; you admit the in- 
spiration of the gospel of St. Luke on the same au- 
thority, and you have the assurance to tell us, ‘ We 
are not so weak and bigoted and foolish, as to be- 
lieve it, merely on the Church’s tradition!!!’ This 
‘mere carrier of the mail bag’ as yeu impiously call | 
the Church of Christ, is authority with you for re- | 








vine. 


| claims that her rule is the word of God.’ 


The text runs thus ‘I have written to him the | rangement of the moral faculty?” After this can || from the ‘i 


Credat Judeus. 


gnorance’ of the great majority of man- 


ty 4 . ae d Te. 
|you have the madness, to say that your faith is di-| kind? The priests told you, that our Saviour knew 
| that the great majority of those, whom he came to 


‘ The Protestant Church, says Dr. Brownlee, pro-|/ call to his faith, would be ignorant of even the very 


Now, Doc-| rudiments of learning, and that, therefore, he could 
tor, tell us where the rule of the Protestant Church | not have given them as their only rule of faith, a 
| informs us that the Bible contains the whole word of || book, which they could not use. 


Doctor Brownlee’s 













|God. You say it does. We call for your proof. \| answer is truly characteristic ;—* They (the Priests) 
Your rule tells us in many places, that miany books |) not only brutalise the laity but they also insult them.’ 
were lost. Quote one text to prove, if you can, that || The laity shall not have the right to hear what God 
the books alluded to as lost, were not inspired. On) says to them, without a priests written licence.’— 
| what evidence do you say that they were not inspir- | Therefore, the Scriptures alone are a,sufficient rule 
\ed? There is not a text of Scripture that tells you |, of faith, and the only rule of faith instituted by Christ. 








\they were not. But you know they were not inspi- 
red, and how do you know it, ‘ by the same evidence 
| which establishes the fact of the inspiration of the 
‘| books we have. There are no inspired books lost.’ 


Hl Where does the Catholic Church tell you, that the || 


| books referred to as lost were not inspired? Would 
St. Matthew, think you, refer the Jews to uninspired 
_prophecies, for proof that Christ was the Messiah 


foretold by the prophets ? 





ie. 2, v. 23. The books of the prophets, whereim 


| Christ was called a Nazarene have perished, for he | 


is not ealled a Nazarene in all the prophetical books 


sostom, was nearer to the truth than you, when in 
his 9th Homil. in Matth. he says, ‘ Many of the pro- 


It was spoken by the | 
| prophets, * He shall be called a Nazarene’—Matth. | 


which we have. We believe, Rev. Sir, that St. Chry- | 


|| Another specimen of the Doctor’s Protestant lesson 
|} and logic!!! 

|| We have waited with anxiety for what the Doctor 
| deems to be the prominent feature of our logic, the 
||* vicious circle.’ The circular attitude of ‘ Holy 
|| Mother’ is precisely like the following. ‘ A certain 
|| estate is in suit in chancery; a female of rather sus- 
|| picious character, with a few characteristic attend- 
ants, not a whit holier than they should be, appears 
in court with a parchment rollin her hand, she 
claims the property on the evidence of this parch- 
ment roll. Who are you saysthe court? Whence 
||is this roll? Answer, ‘ my lips certify that will and 
that will certifies me ;’ and this, you say, is the lite- 
|| ral argument of the Romish Priests. The Roman 
| Priests, Rev. Preacher, tell the whole world, that 
























phetical monuments have perished.’ St. g Justin || Christ never gave the Scriptures to man as his only 
against Tryphon, tells us that the Jews destroyed || rule of faith, aud why ? because the Scriptures alone 





| 
i/may say that the ancient annals were not inspired, | 
| 


|the inspired writers say they are not ‘ Scripture ?’ 


many books of the Old Testament. Theodoret in- || 
forms us, that the books of Kings as we now have | 
them, were compiled from works written by ancient \| 
prophets—Vide. Theod. in lib. 2. Reg. Their works 
are called in Scripture diure Hajamin. In the book 
of Kings, cap. 11, v. 41, we read, ‘the rest of the 
acts of Solomon, are written in his history.’ Such 
readings are frequent in the book of Kings and 
Chronicles, and intimate that these books are mere 
abstracts from the more ancient monuments. You 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
} 
' 
| 
| 


Josephus will tell you the contrary in his second book 


against Appion, he says that inspired men alone were |, 


| allowed to write the monuments to which we allude. | 


Shame then on the christian divine who calls such | 


| books ‘legends,’ and who asserts that they were re-| 
ferred to in the same way, that St. Paul referred to | 


the Heathen Poets. You say that none of the in-), 
spired writers called them ‘ Scriptnre.’ Do any of | 


Here then you strut into court with a roll of parch-| 
ment in your hand. The Judge asks what that roll | 
You say it is your only rule of faith. [tis ex- 
amined. Many books are referred to which are not || 
init. The Judge says it is not complete. You say || 
it iss The Judge says that your only rule of faith | 
tells him it is not. ‘Oh but these books are not in- || 
spired.’ The Judge asks where does your only rule |, 
of faith say they are not. The Doctor is silent, and | 
sneaks out of court, fully convinced that the Scrip- || 
tures which he has, can never be proved a full and 


Is. 


sufficient rule of faith, and the Judge pronounces all || 
| like the spirit of darkness, makes its tour of the cir- 


Dr Brownlee’s arguments a ‘ nihil dicit.’ 
How can you prove that the Scriptures alone are | 
a sufficient rule? Ans. ‘ By the strongest and pur- | 
est testimony that can exist: namely, the testimony | 
of Almighty God. And bold and unblushing must 


‘the Christian Deist be who shall dare to give the lie | 


to the Almighty.’ We admit that it would be horri- 


‘ble in the extreme to give ‘the lie to the Almighty.’ 


1] spl 


jecting as inspired scripture, the writing of an Apos- | But what are we to think of the man, who libels the | 
tle, and for admitting as inspired scripture the writ-|| Almighty by pertinaciously asserting in the face of 
ings of one who was not an Apostle, St. Luke ; and | the public that the Almighty established as the only | 
this authority, which you pretend to revere on this | rule of faith, that which common sense alone tells us 
all important point, you reject with contempt, when | could not be the only rule of faith. The inspiration 
there is question of ascertaining its meaning. We |.and canonicity of the Scriptures are articles of faith. 


have already told you, on the authority of Calmet and 

others, that in the first ages of the church, the num- 

ber of false gospels was great. Those gospels were | 
condemned and proscribed by the church. This the 

church could not do, without forming a true estimate | 
of their sense ; neither could she have transmitted to 

us the genuine gospels without being capable of judg- 

ing of their meaning. Hence to receive from the | 
hands of the church, the book of the gospel, and to | 
ascribe to it a false meaning which the church re- 

probates, is a contradiction. 

If you preach what is contrary to the gospel, you | 
preach a false gospel, and if what you thus preach | 
be presented to the Catholic Church, she will con- 
demn it asa false gospel, and if you do not eer 
her, she will cut you off as a ‘heathen and a pubbi- | 
ean.’ A fig for the Catholic Church, says Dr. Brown- 
lee ;—she is nothing but the ‘ mere carrier of the mail 
bag.’ I laugh at her as heartily as I would at the | 
post boy, who should gravely say to the community | 


These articles cannot be proved by the Scriptures | 
alone; therefore, the Scriptures alone.are not the || 


could not prove their own authenticity, or inspira- 
tion. They tell you, and you are obliged to admit 
the fact, to your shame and confusion, that the in- 

iration, and integrity, and veracity of the Holy 
Scriptures cannot be proved, but by the testimony 
of the Christian church. This church established 


by miracles, comes into court, without spot or wrin- 


kle, with the Testament of her divine spouse. It is 
readily admitted to be genuine ; its contents are duly 
examined, and behold this document, already proved 
and admitted to be genuine, says, ‘ that Christ pro- 
mised to be with his church to the end of the world.’ 
‘That he would send her the Holy Ghost to teach 
her all truth;’ she is called ‘the pillar and the 
ground of truth,’ and this Doctor Brownlee calls a 
vicious circle, which in logic is called a sophism, 
proving the same by the same, in every respect.— 
Here you see, the document is proved to be a genus 
ine record, on the respectable testimony of the Ca- 
tholic Church, before the infallibility of the Church 
is proved from the document. This, Rev. Doctor, 
is not what logicians call proving ‘idem per idem, 


| sub omni respectu.’ 


But what is the ‘ prominent feature’ in your logie, 
Rev. Sir, when you undertake to prove that the Bi- 
ble alone is a sufficient rule of faith. We say it is 
the vicious circle, in the strictest sense. Your ren- 
soning evidently resolves itself unto this—the Bible 
is the only rule of faith established by Christ, be- 
cause the Bible is the word of God; and the Bible 
is the word of God, because it tells us, that it is the 
word of God, thus it is, Rev. Sir, that your spirit, 


cle, ‘ circuit queerens quem devoret.’ 

‘The judge, and intérpreter of the word of God, 
is the Almighty God speaking in it to us.’ Hence 
you say that you are slandered by the Priests, when 
they assert that the Protestant rule of faith, is the 
Bible as explained by each one, by private judgment 
and his own private interpretation. Now, Rey. Sir, 
if the Almighty be the Judge and mnTERPRETER of 
his own word, the Holy Scriptures, was it this in- 
terpreter, that taught Luther to affirm the three first 
gospels to be Apocryphal—Luth. pref. ad nov. Test. 
et in epist. Petri. Tom. 3. Wittemb. Was it the 
Almighty who taught Calvin to assert, that ‘St. Mat- 
thew abused, distorted, and alleged, unaptly, divers 
citations.” ‘That St. Luke was an apostate, dis- 





























only rule of faith. Again, God wishes all men to || loyal, not fo be excused.’—Calvin in caput. 2. Matth. 
believe, but all men cannot be led to the christian || y. 15. caput. 4. v. 13. cap. 8. v. 17. cap. 21. v. 3. cap. 
faith by means of the Scriptures alone, for all men || 27. v. 9. Were your holy ancestors under the gui- 
canhot read the Scriptures, and God never com-|| dance of the Almighty God, when in the Tower dis- 
manded all men to learn to read. Therefore, God || putation they asserted ‘ that the Gospel of St. Luke 
never gave the Scriptures to all men as their only | is doubtful.’ Finally, was it the Almighty, who told 
rule of faith. We shall now see how the Scriptures) Calvin, ‘that the Apostles were over superstitious 
alone are proved to be a sufficient rule of faith. You || and subject to vice ! ! !’—Vid. Calvin. m caput. 21. 
quote Psalm the 19th, ‘the law of the Lord is per-|| Act. v. 23. Instead of libelling your rule, Rey. Sir, 
The whole of Psalm 119:|| we vindicate the insulted Majesty of the Almighty, 





fect, converting the soul.’ ; 

and particularly these, ‘through thy precepts I get || from the blasphemies heaped on him 4 you and the 
understanding,’ &c. Now, will any man of common || adherents of your rule. What, the God of Holi- 
sense say that these quotations prove your point, | ness, teaching Calvin in the Scriptures, that he him- 


The God of justice and 


namely, that the Scriptures alone are a sufficient rule || self is the author of sin! od 
of faith, or that Christ established them as the only || of mercy, teaching Calvin, that some were creat 





rule of faith? We must repeat, Rev. Sir, if the ] to be damned ; for we read in the third pert wt 
Scriptures cannot prove their own inspiration and ! evangelical institutes, cap. 23. sect. 6, rad - > 
‘canonicity, then it is obvions, that they are not and | assertion, ‘God doth ordain, by his counsel a . 


























‘eternal damnation from their mother’s womb!!!’ 
Enough, Rev. Sir, to convince us, that the Protes- 
tant’s interpreter of the Bible, is his own private 
spirit, and not the Almighty God. 
We have said, that the Jews forgot their own lan- 
, and learned the Chaldaicyduring the Baby- 
fonish captivity. Will you be so good as to prove 
to us, that they had the Holy Scriptures, in their 
vernacular tongue, 
Sir, you will not presume to tell us, that the Tar- 
ms or the Chaldee paraphrases, were looked upon, 
by the Jews as Holy Scripture ? 
cal History of the Old Testament, by the learned 
Simon—lib. 2. cap. 
Jews were obliged to read the Hebrew text in their 
Synagogues, 
allowed. These they read in their schools. Hence 
the Scriptures which were authorized by the Jewish 
Church, were those which the people did not under- 

































































































































rule of faith. Nor did Christ reprobate the Jewish 
church, on account of this discipline ; but he would 
have charged them with locking up the word of God. 
4 from the people, if God had made it their only rule | 
A of faith. His silence, therefore, on this point is an | 
| argument, that God did not give the Scriptures of 
q the Old Testament to the Jews as their only rule of | 
| faith. 
‘The common people,’ says Stackhouse in his 
Apparatus, ‘by having so long conversed with the | 
abylonians, learned their language and forgot their | 
own.’ Accordingly there were several Targums or | 
paraphrases at several times, made by different per- 
sons. Hence we conclude, that, when Ezra, ‘ after | 
F the captivity read the book of the law to the people,’ 
he acted both the part of a preacher and interpreter. 
To have the people understand the law which he 
read, he must have translated it for them. | 
The distinction between subjective and objective | 
infallibility, is worthy of the logician, and great ma-| 
i gician of the Middle Dutch 





Scriptures are infallible, because they are the word || 
of God. 


‘But there is no such thing as subjective || 
infallibility.’ So then the Almighty God, who is | 
your interpreter of the Holy Scriptures, and not your || 
own private spirit, does not infallibly teach you the || 
trath!!! But, Rey. Doctor, if God were distinctly || 
to tell you, that he would teach you all truth. If}! 
God were to tell you to « go and teach what he him- | 
self taught you, promising to be with you, even to | 
the end of the world.’ If you were described by one | 
of Heaven’s envoys as the ‘ pillar and the ground of | 
truth,’ we should then hai! you as the infallible Dr. || 
Brownlee, and your Bulls would be received with | 
more deference than they are at present. By being | 
united to Doctor Brownlee, we could not err, but || 
by departing from Doctor Brownlee we should err. || 
But, finding that it was not to preacher Brownlee || 
that Christ made the magnificent and glorious pro- || 
mises above alluded to, but to his church, we aban- | 
don preacher Brownlee to his raving and attach | 
ourselves to the church; convinced that as long as | 
we are united to her, we cannot err, but if through | 
obstinacy and , stubbornness, we abandon her, we! 
swerve from the truth, and err with Arius, Nestorius, | 
Macedonius, Pelagius and Brownlee. The christian 

rule of faith, Rey. Sir, in the hands of the church, 

will infallibly lead us to the truth. All the parts of | 
the beautiful edifice of revelation will then be ar- || 
ranged without fear of irregularity, but when put | 
into the hands of every canting fanatic, who auda- | 
ciously says that the Church is not ‘the pillar and | 
ground of truth,’ it will be abused, and out of this | 
abuse will grow heresies, blasphemy and all manner | 
of ithpiety. Read the history of the last two hun- | 
dred years and you will be convinced of this. 

In conclusion, we give you the following advice, | 
“great care must be taken lest your debates break in | 
upon your passions, and awaken them to take part | 
in the controversy. When the Opponent pushes | 
hard, and gives just and mortal wounds to our own | 
Opinion, our passions are very apt to feel the strokes, 
and to rise in resentment and defence. Self js so 1 
mingled with the sentiments which we have chosen, | 
and has such a tender feeling of all the Opposition 
which is made to them, that personal brawls are | 
very ready to come in as seconds to succeed and | 
finish the dispute of opinions. Then noise and folly || 
appear in all their shapes, and chase reason and | 
truth out of sight.’ See Dr. Watts on the improv. || 
of the mind. We need not tell you, that the chris- | 
tian public see you reflected in this mirror. | 


JOHN POWER, 
April 28, 1833. 


THOS. C. LEVINS. 
Lord Lonsdale has given half an acre of land, 
whereon to erect a new Catholic Chapel, at White-. 
haven, and a dwelling for the incumbent. His Lord-| 
ship has, moreover, promised 100/. to the Rev. W. | 
Holden, to aid in such erection. 
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ImMporTANT, te TRUE.—Medicines.—One of the | 
most effectual means for curing a cut, bruise or) 
burn, is said to be the inside coating of the shell of | 
& raw egg. Apply the moist surface to the wound ; | 
it will adhere of itself, leave no scar, and heal any | 
wound without pain more speedily than any plaster | 
or salve in the universe—Lancast. Intel. 
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after the captivity. Surely, Rev. | 


Read the Criti- | 
17th, and you will find that the | 


and that none of their versions were | 


| This event took place in the 4th century, A. D. 397 
Church. The Holy || in the Council of Carthage. However, this is a mere | 


|| Bibles, and Bible Societies, just as you warn the 


| that “ flowed with milk and honey,” it is said is about | 
|| becoming a serious 
cabinets of Europe. The complicated state of Turk- | 
ish affairs, 
footing on 
the cabinets of Europe to inquire into the 
of establishing an independent sovereignty 
tine, as they have already done in Greece. 


kingdom erected in Jerusalem, might prove a eheck | 
to the designs of the Pacha of Egypt, as well as to 
the northern Nicholas. 
that the celebrated capitalist Rothschild, and all the 
leading Israelites in Europe have been consulted on 
‘| the subject, 
received by many. 





THE JESUIT. | Vor. ty, 
cree, that among men some are born, destined to The Roman Catholic prelates of the north of Ire- || and a fleet to Palestine, under the combined auspi. 


land have taken measures for putting down, as far 
as they can, all secret and illegal associations in 
their dioceses. This is altogether consistent with 
the character and conduct of this venerable and in- 
fluential body.—Novthern Whig. 
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| The Philadelphia controversy, between the Rey. 


| Mr. Hughes and the Rev. Mr. Breckinridge, still 
jcontinues. We were much pleased, among other 
| excellent things, with the following paragraph which 
we extract from the Catnotic Herap of the 18th 
| ult., written by the Rev. Mr. Hughes. It isnot likely 
that the Rey. Mr. Breckinridge will direct any more 


stand. Therefore they could not have been their || attention to it than he can cleverly help, for reasons | 


| best known to himself. Like the Rey. challenger of 
| New York (Brownlee) he has long since felt the in- 
convenience of having undertaken the defence of ‘a 
bad cause. 

“ You give your opinion at large on the canon of 
Scripture—and although | 
ion, I cannot consider it of 

fact, that the Catholic canon 
|recognized by the whole church, for more than a 
‘thousand years before the pretended Reformation. 
‘Luther put the Epistle to the Hebrews among the 
Apocryphal books. 
(on the Apocalypse ; and 


equal authority with the 
had been established and 


ithem. The « canonizing’ of what you call the Apoc- 
| ryphal books, you tell us, took place at the Council 
of Trent ‘in the 16th century.’ 


Here you have com- | 
/mitted a slight anachronism of 


about 1150 years,— 


ro 


trifle, and you will never think of it again. You were | 
pleased in a former letter to tell us that none but the | 
Apostles were inspired or infallible ; and consistently | 
with this assertion the two Gospels, and the Apostles’ 
Acts were uninspired! Do you mean, then, that | 
these books shall be considered as Apocryphal? If! 
not, why do you not recall the assertion alluded to, | 
by which you sapped with all the influence of your 
signature, the foundation of their inspired authority ? 
What will Protestants think of their champion, who 
denies the inspiration of St. Mark and St. Luke, by 
the unqualified assertion, that none but the Apostles 
were inspired? [1 respectfully asked an explanation 
of this on a former occasion, but like the affair of 
‘ Usher's authority among Romanists, you forgot it. | 
It seems you have adopted the memorable words of | 
a Roman governor— what I have written, I have | 
written.” Thus you publish on the authority, as you | 
say, of a ‘most respectable and responsible gentle- | 
man,’ that one of the Priests of this city, on a par-| 
ticular day, warned the people against reading this | 
controversy. Now this statement is untrue. Will you | 
then give the name of your author ? Will you men- | 
tion the church in which he was on that day? Will| 
you do any thing to explain this strange affair? Will 
not the public consider yourself as the author of the 
statement, as long as you do not choose to say who 
the author is? And how can you leave yourself 
exposed in this manner? 
Again, you insist that the Pope anathematized the | 
Bible Society. This is untrue. You attempted on | 
a former occasion to prove it, but your authority, as 
the reader may perceive by a reference to it, proved | 
only that the Pope warned the faithful against your | 
peo- | 
The motives as-| 
as every man of | 








ple against the Unitarian Bible ! 

signed in the document, are such 
good sense will approve. How then, Rey. Sir, can | 
you have the courage to repeat this unfounded asser- | 
tion, when the document adduced by yourself, sup-| 
plies, not the proof, but the refutation | Truly the | 
Protestant rule of faith must be a magnificent cause, 


when these are the means by which you are obliged 


should respect your opin- || 


| 


| 


Calvin conferred a similar honor | 
you or I have quite as good | 


| a right to strike a book from the canon, as either of || 








to support it. These things may do very well in| 
Protestant pulpits ; they may excite prejudice and | 


uncharitableness towards the Catholics and their || 


religion ; but in a public discussion, when BoTu sipEs 1 
have an equal hearing, you should be cautious in || 
having recourse to them.” ! 
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THe RESTORATION or THE Jews to the city of Je-| 
rusalem, and to their long lost and lovely country | 


point of consideration among the 





and the dread that Russia may acquire a | 
the Bosphorus and Asia Minor, have led | 
propriety || 
in Pales-| 


| 
A new power raised up in Palestine, a Jewish | 


It is said in private Gaul 





and that the project has been favorably 


. 1] 
The plan is to send an army 


| 


|| Rev. P. Kannavan, Sandwich. 


ces of England and France, and to take POSSE sign 
of Palestine—to negotiate with Egypt, or fight with 
that power, but at all events to lay the foundations 
of a new empire in the East, in which the Jews of 
Europe would occupy the first rank, on condition of 
their emigrating to that country, and furnishing part 
of the funds necessary to defray the expenses, Of 
course the utmost liberty of opinion in religion would 
be extended to all classes in the new Judea; for ig 
is a singular fact that the Jews of the present 
/are the most liberal thinkers in all matters of politi. 
‘cal and religious belief. The exclusiveness which 
prevailed in the “ high and palmy state” of Jeruse. 
‘lem is completely changed in this age of the world, 
What a singular spectacle it would be to see that 
curious, original, and ancient people again restoreq 
to their country by the christian cabinets of Europe! 
To see the banks of the brook of Kedron, the vale 
| of Josaphat, the river Jordan, the mounts of Carmel 
and of Lebanon again peopled with the descendants 
|| of their ancient possessors !— Pennsylvanian. 

















| Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi. 
| cation of the last “ Jesuit.” 


|| Patrick Byrne, 16 years; Susan Sonna, 52 years, 
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| NOTICE. 


HE regular monthly meeting of the Boston Roman Cs 
WP ince Mutual Relief Society will be held at the Exchan 
Coffee House, on Sunday evening next, at half past 7 o'clock 
May 4. q D. TIMONEY, Sec'y, 
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| FOUND 
Sum of money, the owner can obtain the same by calling 

on Thomas Murphy, No. 23 Federal street, proving ’ 

| perty and paying for this advertisement. April 18. 


JOHN NUGENT, 
ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 


Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 
Street, Boston. 


| N. B. J.N. would recommend to 
| wanting to purchase 
| for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. 


| 
| 
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persons from the country 
Furniture, to call as above and examine 
Jan. 5, 
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ORSES, Carriages and Chaises’ 
LAFFERTY, at the Exchange 


*.* Arso—Stabling for Horses. 


FOR SALE 
N the town of Whitefield, a Farm, containing one hundred 
and twenty five acres of good land; alsoa good house and 
barn ; and a large orchard. It yields from 15 to 20 tons of hay 
per year. It will be sold on reasonable terms. Application to 
be made to the Rev. DENNIS RYAN, April. 6. 


| WELROY---TAILOR, 


No. 12, East Corner Warren Avenue, CHARLEstown, 
JBQ ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
8 he carries on the above business with the strictest atten- 
tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his experi- 
ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena- 
bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please to 
honor him with their commands. Navy and Military work 
done in a first rate style, and with despatch. Feb. 2. 


15 WATER STREET. | 


ILLIAM P. M’KAY, would avail 

himself of this opportunity to re- 
turn his sincere thanks to his patrons and 
pf the public generally, for the liberal share 
6, of support which they have been pleased 
wai to confer on him since his commencement 
\< 9 S47} in business, and would respectfully solicit 
LO continuance, at the same time assuring 
them that he will spare no pains nor personal attention to ren- 
der and execute the smallest favor bestowed in his line at once 








to let by FRANCIS 
Stable. 
April 27. 
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|| the most reasonable and satisfactory, and feels a degree of plea- 


sure and confidence in saying that the articles now offered for 
sale to the ladies and gentlemen cannot in point of quality and 
price fail to please. Fine gold plated lockets; fine do. jet, pearl, 
chased and plain fiager rings; fine do.pearl, jet & paste broochs, 
harp, shamrock, rose, cross and other patterns; silver thimbles; 
do. toothpicks ; do. tea spoons, plated table and tea, do. ; satin 
stone necklaces ; scissors ; spectacles ; penknives ; ladies and 
gentlemen’s gilt morocco pocket books with and without clasps; 
thadiographic three slit pens, with and without German silvet 
cases and ivory handles; double and single ivory and horn 
pocket combs ; watch chains, seals, keys and trimmings gene- 
rally ; warranted English watches, from 14 to $25 each; do. 
eight day gilt and mahogany timepieces, &c. 
March 23. eptf 











LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE 
Fourth Vol. of the 


CATHOLIC SENTINEL. 


John Tardi, Quebec. Rey.F.O’Donchue, Salina, Y. 
Maurice Moriarty, Montreal. T. Mooney, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Rey.C.D.French, Portland,Me. John Manning, Albany, N. Y. 
Rev.J.0'Callaghan, Burlington | Ticonderoga, 
Patrick Mooney, Boston. | Essex Co. N.Y. 
P. Denvir, Charlestown. Rev.P.Rafferty, Pittsburgh,Pa- 
Rev. J. Mahony, Lowell. Rey.A. Wainwright, Baltimore. 
Patrick Powers, - John Spalding, Pleasant Hill, 
Rev. Wm. Wiley, Salem. | Chas. Co. Md. 
Matthew Newport, “_ |J.D.Murphy, Washington,D.C- 
D. O'Callahan, Watertown, Ms. George. 
town, D. C. 

Norfolk, Va- 
Bardstown, Ky. 


JESUIT, or 


Rey. P. Connolly, Providence. Robert Camm, 
Rev. Mr. Ryan, Whitefield, Me. J. Haseltine, 
Rev. John Corry, Taunton. |M. O’Dillon, Savannah, Geo. 
A. M. Talley, Hartford. M.P.Cassilly, Cincinnati ,Ohio- 
Rev.J.M’Dermott, New Haren. ‘Rev.R.P.Miles,Zanesville, “ 
P.J.M’Namara, Rechester.V.Y. F.C. Hase, Perryville, Mis. 
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